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PART |I. PROPOSED ACTION DESCRIPTION

1.

Type of proposed state action:

The 10-acre Blanchard Lake Fishing Access Site (FAS) has been a popular recreational site
since its acquisition by Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks (FWP) in 1962. The FAS is
conveniently located less than 2 miles southwest of Whitefish near residential developments
and Whitefish Lake Golf Course on the scenic Blanchard Lake. The site provides quality
recreational opportunities for fishing, boating, floating, and wildlife viewing. Due to increased
use, the existing small parking lot is inadequate to accommodate the increased visitor use of
the site. As a result, visitors are often forced to park on Blanchard Lake Drive and then walk
down the narrow access road, which has poor visibility for vehicles, causing safety
concerns. In addition, the access road and boat ramp have eroded, causing sedimentation
of the lake and an uneven surface from which to launch boats. FWP proposes to increase
parking capacity and improve existing facilities. Proposed improvements include developing
an upper parking area along Blanchard Lake Drive, developing a trail between the upper
parking area and the existing lower parking area, installing additional signs and an
automatic entrance gate, and improving the drainage of the access road and boat ramp.

Agency authority for the proposed action:

The 1977 Montana Legislature enacted Section 87-1-605, Montana Code Annotated (MCA),
which directs FWP to acquire, develop, and operate a system of fishing accesses. The
legislature earmarked a funding account to ensure that the fishing access site program
would be implemented. Section 87-1-303, MCA, authorizes the collection of fees and
charges for the use of fishing access sites and contains rule-making authority for their use,
occupancy, and protection. Furthermore, Section 23-1-110, MCA, and Administrative Rules
of Montana (ARM) 12.2.433 guide public involvement and comment for the improvements at
state parks and fishing access sites, which this document provides.

ARM 12.8.602 requires the Department to consider the wishes of the public, the capacity of
the site for development, environmental impacts, long-range maintenance, protection of
natural features and impacts on tourism, as these elements relate to development or
improvement to fishing access sites or state parks. This document will illuminate the facets
of the proposed action in relation to this rule. See Appendix A for HB 495 qualification.

Name of project:
Blanchard Lake Fishing Access Site Proposed Improvement Project

Project sponsor:

Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks, Region 1
490 North Meridian Road

Kalispell, MT 59901

(406) 752-5501



Anticipated schedule:

Estimated public comment period: August 2013
Estimated decision notice: September 2013
Estimated commencement date: Fall 2013
Estimated completion date: Spring 2014

Current status of project design (% complete): 35%

Location:

Blanchard Lake FAS is located on Blanchard Lake, 2 miles southwest of Whitefish in
Flathead County, NW1/4 Section 2, Township 30 North, Range 22 West (Figures 1 and 2).

Figure 1. General Location of Blanchard Lake FAS.

Figure 2. Highway Location of Blanchard Lake FAS.
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Figure 3. Blanchard Lake FAS Parcel Map.
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Photo 1. Erosion of Boat Ramp Due to Poor Drainage.




Figure 4. Blanchard Lake FAS Proposed Improvement Preliminary Concept Plan.
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7. Project size:

Acres Acres
(a) Developed: (d) Floodplain _ 0
Residential _ 0
Industrial _ 0 (e) Productive:
Irrigated cropland _ 0
(b) Open Space/ _1 Dry cropland _0
Woodlands/Recreation Forestry _ 0
(c) Wetlands/Riparian _ 0 Rangeland _ 0
Areas Other 0

Permits, funding & overlapping jurisdiction.

€)) Permits: Permits would be filed at least 2 weeks prior to project start.

Agency Name

Permits

Flathead County
Montana Dept. of Environmental Quality

Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks (FWP)
US Corps of Engineers

Floodplain Permit and Sanitation Permit
318 Short-term Water Quality Standard
for Turbidity

124 Montana Stream Protection Act
404 Federal Clean Water Act




(b) Funding:
Agency Name Funding Amount
Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks FAS Development Fund $50,000

(c) Other overlapping or additional jurisdictional responsibilities:

Agency Name Type of Responsibility
Natural Heritage Program Species of Concern (Appendix B)
State Historic Preservation Office Cultural Clearance

Flathead County Weed District Weed Management Coordination

Narrative Summary of the Proposed Action:

Blanchard Lake, located 2 miles southwest of Whitefish, Montana (Figures 1 and 2),
is a large, glacial pothole formed in glacial till. The shores and immediately
surrounding uplands are, for the most part, gently sloping. There are three
intermittent creeks that flow into Blanchard Lake, but whether these or groundwater
is the primary water source of the lake is not known. No outflow channels are shown
on the topographic map (Figure 3). Blanchard Lake supports a warm water fishery,
with black crappie, northern pike, yellow perch, and largemouth bass, the primary
game species found in the lake. Blanchard Lake is popular for both open water and
ice fishing and is open year-round for fishing.

Vegetation found in the vicinity of Blanchard Lake FAS consists of Rocky Mountain Dry-Mesic
Montane Mixed Conifer Forest and Northern Rocky Mountain Lower Montane Riparian
Woodland and Shrubland, as defined by the Montana Natural Heritage Program (MNHP). In
addition, the lake supports emergent wetland communities around the lake fringe, which
extend across portions of the north end of the lake. A search of the MNHP Species of
Concern database found three aquatic and wetland plant Species of Concern on Blanchard
Lake, including watershield, water bulrush, and pygmy water-lily (Appendix B). Two additional
plant Species of Concern were observed over 1.5 miles from Blanchard Lake FAS, including
Calliergon moss and small yellow lady’s slipper.

Common wildlife species whose habitat distribution overlaps Blanchard Lake FAS include white-
tailed deer, moose, mountain lion, beaver, great blue heron, and waterfowl. A wide variety of
resident and migratory bird species use or travel through the area on a seasonal basis, including
Canada geese and a variety of other waterfowl and songbirds. The site also provides habitat for
raptors, including bald eagles. Local residents have observed bald eagles and great blue heron,
Species of Concern, near the lake, though MNHP has recorded no observations of these species
on Blanchard Lake. According to the MNHP, the common loon, a Species of Concern, annually
nests on Blanchard Lake and the northern alligator lizard, another Species of Concern, has been
observed near the lake. Grizzly bear, ranked as Listed Threatened by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service (USFWS), are known to occasionally roam the Flathead Valley, though the MNHP has
recorded no observations of grizzly bear in the vicinity of Blanchard Lake.

The 10-acre Blanchard Lake FAS has been a popular recreational site since its acquisition by
FWP in 1962. The FAS is conveniently located less than 2 miles southwest of Whitefish near
residential developments and Whitefish Lake Golf Course on the scenic Blanchard Lake.
Blanchard Lake FAS is one of four FASs in the Whitefish area, including Skyles Lake FAS (3
miles west of Whitefish on Skyles Lake), Beaver Lake FAS (6.5 miles west of Whitefish on
Beaver Lake), and Bootjack Lake FAS (12 miles northwest of Whitefish on Bootjack Lake).



The site provides quality recreational opportunities for fishing, boating, floating, and wildlife
viewing. Existing facilities at the FAS include a seasonal portable latrine, a single-wide
gravel boat ramp, a gravel access road, a gravel parking area accommodating three to four
vehicles with no trailers, fencing, and signs.

As tourism to the Whitefish area and residential and recreational development in the vicinity
of Blanchard Lake have increased, use of Blanchard Lake FAS has also increased. As a
result of the increased use, the existing small parking lot is inadequate to accommodate the
increased visitor use of the site and inadequate to accommodate boat trailers. As a result,
the public is often forced to park on Blanchard Lake Drive and walk to the lake along the
narrow access road, which has poor visibility for vehicles, causing safety hazards. In
addition to safety hazards, drainage from the access road and boat ramp is poor and has
caused erosion on these surfaces and sedimentation of the lake (Photos 1 & 2). The uneven
surface of the boat ramp has also made it difficult to launch boats.

FWP proposes to increase parking capacity and improve existing facilities. Proposed
improvements include an upper parking area along Blanchard Lake Drive to accommodate
additional vehicles and trailers, a trail between the upper parking area and the existing lower
parking area to eliminate the hazard of walking with moving vehicles on the narrow access
road, additional signs, and an automatic entrance gate (Figure 4). In addition, FWP
proposes to improve the drainage of the access road and boat ramp to reduce erosion from
the road and ramp surfaces, to reduce sedimentation of the lake, and provide a smoother,
more convenient surface to launch boats.

The property would continue to be managed under existing FWP public use regulations.
Management of the proposed action includes routine maintenance, control of vehicles,
prohibition of firearms, and other accepted FWP recreation area management policies.
Protection of the natural resources, the health and safety of visitors, and consideration of
neighboring properties would all be considered and incorporated into improvement plans for
this site. Construction of the upper parking area and trail, and improvements to the access
road and boat ramp would enhance visitor use of this site as well as provide long-term
protection of the resources. The FAS would be for day use only and no overnight camping
or nighttime activities, ATVs, or hunting would be allowed on the site. The proposed action
at Blanchard Lake FAS would improve recreational opportunities by improving safety for
fishing, boating, floating, and wildlife viewing, and fill a need for water recreation
opportunities on the scenic and popular Blanchard Lake close to Whitefish.



10.

11.

Description and analysis of reasonable alternatives:

Alternative A: No Action.

If no action were taken and the proposed improvements were not made, with an additional
parking area, trail, additional signs, automatic gate, and improvements to the access road
and boat ramp, public safety, resource degradation, and security would continue to be
issues at the FAS. Public safety would continue to be an issue, as visitors would continue
to be forced to park on Blanchard Lake Drive and walk down the narrow access road
along with vehicles. Erosion of the access road and boat ramp and sedimentation of the
lake would continue. The condition of the boat ramp would continue to deteriorate, making
boat launching increasingly difficult.

Alternative B: Proposed Action.

In order to improve parking and public safety concerns and reduce resource
degradation, FWP proposes to develop an upper parking area along Blanchard Lake
Drive, a trail between the upper parking area and the existing lower parking area, and
install additional signs and an automatic entrance gate. In addition, FWP proposes to
improve the drainage of the access road and boat ramp.

Evaluation and listing of mitigation, stipulation, or other control measures
enforceable by the agency or another government agency:

FWP would employ Best Management Practices (BMP), which are designed to reduce or
eliminate sediment delivery to waterways during construction. FWP would develop the
final design and specifications for the proposed action. All county, state, and federal
permits listed in Part, | 8(a), above would be obtained by FWP as required. A private
contractor selected through the state’s contracting processes would complete the
construction.



PART Il. ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW CHECKLIST

Evaluation of the impacts of the Proposed Action, including secondary and
cumulative impacts on the Physical and Human Environment.

A.

PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT

1. LAND RESOURCES

IMPACT

Mitigated

Unknown None Minor Potentially Can Comment

Will the proposed action result in: Significant Impact Be Index

a. Soil instability or changes in geologic X
substructure?

la.

b. Disruption, displacement, erosion, compaction,
moisture loss, or over-covering of soil, which
would reduce productivity or fertility?

X Yes

1b.

c. Destruction, covering or modification of any X
unigue geologic or physical features?

1c.

d. Changes in siltation, deposition, or erosion Yes
patterns that may modify the channel of a river or
stream or the bed or shore of a lake?

Positive

1d.

e. Exposure of people or property to earthquakes,
landslides, ground failure, or other natural
hazard?

la.

1b.

1c.

1d.

The proposed action would not affect existing soil patterns, structures, productivity, fertility,
erosion, compaction, or instability. Soil and geologic substructure would remain stable
during and after the proposed work.

During construction, some minor modifications to the existing soil features would be
required for the construction of the parking area, trail, and improvement of the boat ramp
and access road. Disturbed areas would be seeded with a native seed mix to minimize
erosion and sediment delivery to Blanchard Lake and the spread of noxious weeds. The
property is managed for recreation and wildlife habitat and is not in agricultural production.
The proposed action would not affect soil productivity or fertility. FWP Best Management
Practices (BMP) would be followed during all phases of construction to minimize erosion.

No unique geologic or physical features would be altered by the proposed action.

Currently water drains down the access road and boat ramp, causing erosion of those
surfaces and sedimentation of the lake. The proposed improvements to the access road
and boat ramp would reduce the drainage and erosion to those surfaces and reduce
sedimentation of the lake. Minor amounts of sediment may enter the lake during
construction of the parking area and trail and during improvement of the access road and
boat ramp. However, upon completion, erosion and sedimentation to the lake would be
improved.




IMPACT

2. AIR
Unknown None Minor Potentially Can Comment
Will the proposed action result in: Significant | Impact Be Index
Mitigated
a. Emission of air pollutants or deterioration of X Yes 2a
ambient air quality? (Also see 13c.) '
b. Creation of objectionable odors? X
c. Alteration of air movement, moisture, or X
temperature patterns, or any change in climate,
either locally or regionally?
d. Adverse effects on vegetation, including crops, X
due to increased emissions of pollutants?
e. For P-R/D-J projects, will the project result in NA

any discharge, which will conflict with federal or
state air quality regulations? (Also see 2a.)

2a. During construction, temporary amounts of dust may be generated during leveling and

grading of the access road and boat ramp and construction of the parking area and trail. If
additional materials were needed off-site, loading at the source site would generate minor

amounts of dust. FWP would follow FWP Best Management Practices (BMP) during all
phases of construction to minimize risks and reduce dust. See Appendix D for the BMP.
Diesel equipment would be used to implement the proposed action. There would be a

temporary increase in diesel exhaust. If the proposed action were implemented, odors from
diesel exhaust would dissipate rapidly. The impacts would be short term and minor.

10




3. WATER

Will the proposed action result in:

IMPACT

Unknown

None

Minor

Potentially
Significant

Can
Impact Be
Mitigated

Comment
Index

a. Discharge into surface water or any alteration
of surface water quality, including but not limited
to temperature, dissolved oxygen, or turbidity?

Yes

3a.

b. Changes in drainage patterns or the rate and
amount of surface runoff?

Yes
Positive

3b.

c. Alteration of the course or magnitude of
floodwater or other flows?

d. Changes in the amount of surface water in any
water body or creation of a new water body?

Yes

3d.

e. Exposure of people or property to water-related
hazards such as flooding?

f. Changes in the quality of groundwater?

g. Changes in the quantity of groundwater?

h. Increase in risk of contamination of surface or
groundwater?

Yes

3h.

i. Effects on any existing water right or
reservation?

j. Effects on other water users as a result of any
alteration in surface or groundwater quality?

k. Effects on other users as a result of any
alteration in surface or groundwater quantity?

I. For P-R/D-J, will the project affect a designated
floodplain? (Also see 3c.)

NA

m. For P-R/D-J, will the project result in any
discharge that will affect federal or state water
quality regulations? (Also see 3a.)

NA

3a.

3b.

3d.

Construction of the parking area and trail and improvements to the access road and boat
ramp may cause a temporary, localized increase in turbidity in Blanchard Lake. FWP would
obtain a Montana Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) 318 Authorization Permit for
Short Term Water Quality Standard for Turbidity. FWP BMP would also be followed
(Appendix D). FWP would follow the permit requirements for the Montana Department of
Environmental Quality for Permit 318 for Short Term Water Quality Standard for Turbidity.

Improvements to the access road and boat ramp would reduce drainage and erosion from
those surfaces and reduce sedimentation of the lake. Construction of the parking area and
walking trail and proposed improvements to the access road and boat ramp would alter
surface runoff. The proposed action would be designed to minimize any effect on surface
water, surface runoff, and drainage patterns. FWP BMP would be followed (Appendix D).

There may be a minor, temporary increase of runoff during construction. FWP BMP would
be followed (Appendix D).

11



3h. The use of heavy equipment during construction may result in a slight risk of contamination
from petroleum products and an increase in sediment delivery to the lake. FWP BMP would
be followed during all phases of construction to minimize these risks (Appendix D).

4. VEGETATION IMPACT

Unknown None Minor Potentially Can Comment
Will the proposed action result in? Significant Impact Be Index

Mitigated

a. Changes in the diversity, productivity, or X v 4
abundance of plant species (including trees, es a.
shrubs, grass, crops, and aguatic plants)?
b. Alteration of a plant community? X 4b.
c. Adverse effects on any unique, rare, X Yes 4c.
threatened, or endangered species?
d. Reduction in acreage or productivity of any X 4d.
agricultural land?
e. Establishment or spread of noxious weeds? X Yes de.
f. For P-R/D-J, will the project affect wetlands or NA
prime and unique farmland?
g. Other: NA

4a. The proposed action would have no impact on the plant communities or diversity of the

FAS. Construction of the upper parking area and walking trail would have a minor impact on
the vegetation. A minimal number of trees and shrubs would be removed during
construction. Because the construction area is small, impacts from construction would be
minor. Any area disturbed during construction would be reseeded with a native seed mix.
Improvements of the access road and boat ramp would have no impact on plant

4b.

communities or diversity because no new soil would be disturbed.

The proposed action would not alter the composition of plant communities at the site.
Vegetation found in the vicinity of Blanchard Lake FAS consists of Rocky Mountain Dry-
Mesic Montane Mixed Conifer Forest and Northern Rocky Mountain Lower Montane
Riparian Woodland and Shrubland, as defined by the MNHP. Common plant species found
on the FAS include Douglas-fir, western larch, ponderosa pine, grand fir, paper birch,
guaking aspen, snowberry, serviceberry, Wood’s rose, birch leaf spirea, community juniper,
elk sedge, blue wildrye, and carex sp.

In addition, the lake supports emergent wetland communities that are around the lake
fringe and extend across portions of the northern end of the lake. Cattail, reed
canarygrass, and slender sedge dominate the emergent communities. There is also a
Bebb’s willow community on part of the lakeshore. The floating-leaved and submergent
aguatic bed communities are diverse. The deepest zone appears to be dominated by
water-lily, while in slightly shallower water, watershield is dominant. Water milfolil
dominates in somewhat shallower water, and water smartweed is dominant in the
shallowest zone. Associated aquatic species in these wetlands are common bladderwort,
grass-leaved pondweed, and long-stalked pondweed.

12



4c.

4d.

4e.

Common introduced species found on the property include smooth brome, orchard grass,
timothy, reed canarygrass, spotted knapweed, Canada thistle, and apple. The most
common noxious weeds found on the property include spotted knapweed and Canada
thistle. Though not classified as a noxious weed by the state of Montana, reed canarygrass,
an invasive species, has become the dominant emergent plant species in Blanchard Lake
and poses a threat to emergent plant communities on the lake. FWP would continue
implementing the FWP Statewide Integrated Noxious Weed Management Plan to control
noxious weeds on the property. FWP spends over $500 per year on weed control, which
continues to be a high management priority.

A search of the MNHP Species of Concern database found three aquatic and wetland plant
Species of Concern on Blanchard Lake, including watershield, water bulrush, and pygmy
water-lily (Appendix B). Two additional plant Species of Concern were observed over 1.5
miles from Blanchard Lake FAS, including Calliergon moss and small yellow lady’s slipper.
There is a small chance that the proposed action could have a minor, temporary impact on
watershield, water bulrush, and pygmy water-lily. The area near the FAS has been
disturbed for years by residential construction and recreational use by anglers, boaters, and
wildlife viewers, and the majority of soil-disturbing activities would occur away from the lake
and emergent plant communities. FWP Best Management Practices (BMP) would be
followed during all phases of construction to minimize erosion and sediment delivery to the
lake. In addition, disturbed soils would be seeded with a native seed mix to further minimize
future erosion and sediment delivery to the lake.

Livestock grazing is not allowed on the FAS and no portion of the property is under
agricultural production

Few noxious weeds are found on Blanchard Lake FAS. However, soils disturbed during
construction could colonize with weeds. Disturbed areas would be reseeded with a
native reclamation seed mix where necessary to reduce the establishment of weeds. In
conjunction with Flathead County Weed Control District, FWP would continue
implementing the Statewide Integrated Weed Management Plan using chemical,
biological, and mechanical methods to control weeds on the property. Weed
management would include the establishment of native vegetation to prevent the spread
of weeds. Vehicles would be restricted to the parking areas and access roads, which
would be maintained as weed-free, and vehicles would not be allowed on undisturbed
areas of the site to minimize the spread of noxious weeds. FWP estimates that weed
control will cost over $500 during fiscal year 2013.

13



5. FISH/WILDLIFE

Will the proposed action result in:

IMPACT

Unknown

None

Minor

Potentially
Significant

Can
Impact Be
Mitigated

Comment
Index

a. Deterioration of critical fish or wildlife habitat?

Yes

5a.

b. Changes in the diversity or abundance of game
animals or bird species?

5b.

c. Changes in the diversity or abundance of nongame
species?

5c.

d. Introduction of new species into an area?

e. Creation of a barrier to the migration or movement
of animals?

f. Adverse effects on any unique, rare, threatened, or
endangered species?

Yes

5f.

g. Increase in conditions that stress wildlife
populations or limit abundance (including
harassment, legal or illegal harvest, or other human
activity)?

h. For P-R/D-J, will the project be performed in any
area in which T&E species are present, and will the
project affect any T&E species or their habitat? (Also
see 5f.)

NA

i. For P-R/D-J, will the project introduce or export any

NA

species not presently or historically occurring in the
receiving location? (Also see 5d.)

5a.

5b/5c.

The proposed improvements are designed to minimize impacts to wildlife habitat. A
minimal number of trees would be removed for construction of the upper parking area and
walking trail, and every effort would be made to preserve all large healthy trees. Blanchard
Lake is not considered critical fish habitat. Even though stretches of the nearby Whitefish
River are considered critical habitat for the threatened bull trout and westslope cutthroat
trout, the proposed work on Blanchard Lake FAS would have no impact on the Whitefish
River. The common loon, a Species of Concern, annually nests on Blanchard Lake.

Based upon monitoring of nesting activities by FWP wildlife biologists, the timing of
construction activities would be adjusted to avoid disturbance to the loons during the
critical nesting period.

Common wildlife species whose habitat distribution overlaps Blanchard Lake FAS include
white-tailed deer, moose, mountain lion, beaver, great blue heron, and waterfowl. A wide
variety of resident and migratory bird species use or travel through the area on a seasonal
basis, including Canada geese and a variety of waterfowl and songbirds. The site also
provides habitat for raptors, including bald eagles. Local residents have observed bald
eagles and great blue heron, Species of Concern, near the lake, though MNHP has not
recorded any observations of bald eagle or great blue heron on Blanchard Lake.

Blanchard Lake supports a warm water fishery, with black crappie, northern pike,
yellow perch, and largemouth bass the primary game species found in the lake. .
Blanchard Lake is popular for both open water and ice fishing and is open year-
round for fishing. According to recent surveys by FWP, the average angler days
per year from 2003 to 2009 on Blanchard Lake was 2,560, with a low of 1,570 in

14




5f.

2007 and a high of 3,438 in 2009. The state ranking for Blanchard Lake
averaged the 163" most fished body of water in Montana and ranged from 134 to
185 during this same period. This lake averaged the 35" most fished body of
water in FWP Region 1 and ranged from 30 to 39 during this same period.

MNHP element occurrence database indicates that no occurrences of federally ranked
animal or plant species have been found within the vicinity of the Blanchard Lake FAS.
The database indicates that bull trout, ranked as Listed Threatened (LT) by USFWS, was
recorded in the Whitefish River over 1.5 miles from Blanchard Lake FAS. The search
indicated that common loon and northern alligator lizard, Species of Concern, have been
observed on or around Blanchard Lake. MNHP also indicated that westslope cutthroat
trout, a Species of Concern, was also found 1.5 miles away in the Whitefish River.

According to Jim Vashro, FWP Region 1 Fisheries manager, the proposed action would
not impact bull trout or westslope cutthroat due to the distance between Blanchard Lake
and the Whitefish River and that these water bodies are not in the same drainage.

According to Chris Hammond, FWP Region 1 nongame wildlife biologist, the common
loon, a Species of Concern, annually nests on Blanchard Lake. Based upon monitoring of
nesting activities by FWP wildlife biologists, the timing of construction activities would be
adjusted to avoid disturbance to the common loons during the critical nesting period. The
northern alligator lizard, a Species of Concern, has also been observed in the vicinity of
the lake. The project is unlikely to impact bald eagles, great blue heron, and northern
alligator lizards. These species are likely accustomed to some level of disturbance since
the area has nearby residential and recreational development and has had heavy
recreational use by anglers, boaters, and wildlife viewers for years.

According to Kent Laudon, FWP wolf biologist, Blanchard Lake FAS is within the habitat of
the gray wolf. Currently there are no known radio-collared packs that have home ranges
that could overlap the project area. While it is possible for wolves to travel through the
project area, none have been recently sighted in the immediate area. The wolf
population in western Montana is strong and wolves may pass through just about any
area including this site. FWP has no concerns with this project impacting gray wolves.
Grizzly bear, listed as Threatened by USFWS, is known to occasionally roam the
Flathead Valley, though the MNHP has recorded no observations of grizzly bear in the
vicinity of Blanchard Lake. The proposed project is also unlikely to affect grizzly bear.

15



B. HUMAN ENVIRONMENT

6. NOISE/ELECTRICAL EFFECTS IMPACT

Unknown None Minor Potentially Can Comment
Will the proposed action result in: Significant Impact Be Index

Mitigated

a. Increases in existing noise levels? X Yes 6a.
b. Exposure of people to severe or nuisance noise X Yes 6b.
levels?
c. Creation of electrostatic or electromagnetic X
effects that could be detrimental to human health
or property?
d. Interference with radio or television reception X

and operation?

6a. Construction equipment would cause a temporary, minor increase in noise levels at the
project site. Any increase in noise level at the construction site would be short term and
minor.

6b. Blanchard Lake FAS is located adjacent to residential development with over 25 homes
within 1/2 mile of the FAS. The minor and temporary increase of noise levels during
construction may disturb nearby neighbors and visitors. FWP would follow the guidelines of
the good neighbor policy, all of which would mitigate increased noise levels and would limit
construction to periods of low visitation to minimize disturbance to others.

7. LAND USE IMPACT
Unknown None Minor Potentially Can Comment
Will the proposed action result in: Significant | Impact Be Index
Mitigated
a. Alteration of or interference with the productivity X 7a.
or profitability of the existing land use of an area?
b. Conflict with a designated natural area or area X
of unusual scientific or educational importance?
c. Conflict with any existing land use whose X
presence would constrain or potentially prohibit
the proposed action?
d. Adverse effects on or relocation of residences? X 7d.

7a. The property is not under agricultural production and the proposed action would not alter
or interfere with the productivity or profitability of the existing land use of the property.

7d. The proposed action would have no effect on nearby residences.
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8. RISK/HEALTH HAZARDS _ IMPACT_
Unknown None Minor Potentially Can Comment
Will the proposed action result in: Significant | Impact Be Index
Mitigated
a. Risk of an explosion or release of hazardous
substances (including, but not limited to oil, X Yes 8a.
pesticides, chemicals, or radiation) in the event of
an accident or other forms of disruption?
b. Affect an existing emergency response or X
emergency evacuation plan, or create a need for
a new plan?
c. Creation of any human health hazard or X P Y?‘f 8c.
potential hazard? ositive
d. For P-R/D-J, will any chemical toxicants be NA
used? (Also see 8a)

8a.

8c.

Physical disturbance of the soil during construction would encourage the establishment of
additional noxious weeds on the site. In conjunction with the Flathead County Weed
District, FWP would continue implementing an integrated approach to control noxious
weeds, as outlined in the FWP Statewide Integrated Noxious Weed Management Plan. The
integrated plan uses a combination of biological, mechanical, and herbicidal treatments to
control noxious weeds. The use of herbicides would be in compliance with application
guidelines to minimize the risk of chemical spills or water contamination and would be
applied by people trained in safe handling techniques.

There is a minor and temporary risk of fuel or oil from heavy equipment accidently releasing
into the lake during construction. Contractors would have on site absorbent materials to
minimize any hydrocarbon releases, as well as conduct startup inspection of all hydraulic
lines and cylinder seals daily to reduce the potential for a release. FWP would follow Best
Management Practices during all phases of construction to minimize risks (Appendix D).

Blanchard Lake FAS is a popular and heavily used recreational site. As a result, the small
parking lot is often full, forcing visitors to park along Blanchard Lake Drive and walk down
the access road to the lake, causing safety concerns. The proposed project would improve
public safety by constructing a safe parking area along Blanchard Creek Drive and walking
trail between the upper and lower parking areas, avoiding the hazards of walking with traffic
on the narrow access road.
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9. COMMUNITY IMPACT

IMPACT

Unknown None Minor Potentially Can Comment
Will the proposed action result in: Significant Impact Be Index
Mitigated
a. Alteration of the location, distribution, density, X
or growth rate of the human population of an
area?
b. Alteration of the social structure of a X
community?
c. Alteration of the level or distribution of X 9c.
employment or community or personal income?
d. Changes in industrial or commercial activity? X 9d.
e. Increased traffic hazards or effects on existing X 9
transportation facilities or patterns of movement of €.
people and goods?
9c. The proposed action may improve recreational use of the area by improving the security
and public safety of the FAS. This would benefit local retail and service businesses
(Appendix C - Tourism Report).
9d. There would be no change in commercial use of the site.
9e. The proposed action would have little or no impact on traffic
10. PUBLIC SERVICES/TAXES/UTILITIES IMPACT
Unknown None Minor Potentially Can Comment
Will the proposed action result in: Significant Impact Be Index
Mitigated
a. Will the proposed action have an effect upon or
result in a need for new or altered governmental
services in any of the following areas: fire or
police protection, schools, parks/recreational X 10a.
facilities, roads or other public maintenance, water
supply, sewer or septic systems, solid waste
disposal, health, or other governmental services?
If any, specify:
b. Will the proposed action have an effect upon X 10b.
the local or state tax base and revenues?
c. Will the proposed action result in a need for
new facilities or substantial alterations of any of X
the following utilities: electric power, natural gas,
other fuel supply or distribution systems, or
communications?
d. Will the proposed action result in increased use X
of any energy source?
e. Define projected revenue sources X 10e.
X 10f.

f. Define projected maintenance costs.

10a. The proposed action would have no impact on public services or utilities. The proposed

improvements would require periodic maintenance by FWP and would be patrolled by FWP.

10b. The proposed action would have no effect on the local and state tax base and revenue.
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10e. Because Blanchard Lake FAS would continue to be operated for day use only, no revenue
would be generated from camping fees.
10f.  Projected annual operating, maintenance, weed control, and personnel expense for fiscal
year 2013 is estimated to total approximately $2,250 per year.
11. AESTHETICS/RECREATION IMPACT
Unknown None Minor Potentially Can Comment
Will the proposed action result in: Significant Impact Be Index
Mitigated
a. Alteration of any scenic vista or creation of an X 11
aesthetically offensive site or effect that is open to a.
public view?
b. Alteration of the aesthetic character of a X 11b.
community or neighborhood?
c. Alteration of the quality or quantity of
recreational/tourism opportunities and settings? X 1lc.
(Attach Tourism Report.)
d. For P-R/D-J, will any designated or proposed NA
wild or scenic rivers, trails, or wilderness areas be
impacted? (Also see 11a, 11c.)

11a/b. The proposed action would not affect the aesthetic values of the FAS. The upper parking
area would be visible from Blanchard Lake Drive and the walking trail could be visible

from the lake.

1lc.

closed to camping and managed for day use only.

The site is already developed and the proposed improvements would have no effect on
the aesthetic character of the neighborhood or community. The site would continue to be

12. CULTURAL/HISTORICAL RESOURCES

Will the proposed action result in:

IMPACT

Unknown

None

Minor

Potentially
Significan
t

Can
Impact Be
Mitigated

Comment
Index

a. Destruction or alteration of any site, structure,
or object of prehistoric, historic, or paleontological
importance?

12a.

b. Physical change that would affect unique
cultural values?

c. Effects on existing religious or sacred uses of a
site or area?

d. For P-R/D-J, will the project affect historic or
cultural resources? Attach SHPO letter of
clearance. (Also see 12a.)

NA

12a.

A cultural resource inventory has been completed and no heritage sites were identified.
The State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) has been consulted and has concurred
with FWP recommendations for the project (Appendix E). If cultural materials are
discovered during construction, work would cease and SHPO would be contacted for a
more in-depth investigation.

19



SIGNIFICANCE CRITERIA

13. SUMMARY EVALUATION OF IMPACT

SIGNIFICANCE Unknown None Minor Potentially Can Comment
Significant Impact Be Index

Will the proposed action, considered as a Mitig